The Superpowers and the Middle East
Nasser's military defeat in the Sinai into a diplomatic triumph at
Suez, Nasser's influence throughout the Middle East22 had made
him immensely attractive to the United States. During the Anglo-
French-Israeli attack on Egypt in 1956, when President Eisen-
hower pressed for the withdrawal of Israeli troops from the Sinai
region, he made a solemn pledge that if the Suez Canal were
blocked in the future, such action would be dealt with firmly by
the family of nations.23 Despite this assurance, the United States
failed to take any action when Nasser, soon after the 1956 con-
flict, sought to strangulate Israel economically by refusing transit
through the Suez Canal to Israeli vessels as well as to foreign
vessels carrying cargoes to or from Israel. The United States also
did not oppose a loan of $56 minion given to the UAR in Decem-
ber 1959, by the International Bank for Reconstruction and De-
velopment (IBRD) for widening and deepening the Suez Canal.
Strong protest was, however, voiced by some Senators like Sena-
tor Ernest Omening of Alaska who demanded that the UAR
should, as quid pro quo, be compelled to give an assurance of free
transit for all vessels through the Suez Canal.34 But generally
speaking, the United States had by that time recovered from her
earlier fears that Nasser might turn out to be a communist tool,
and she began to respond favourably to Nasser's overtures for
increasing the scale of her economic aid to the UAR. The United
States subsequently furnished substantial quantities of wheat to
the UAR and resumed her technical assistance to help the UAR
in its highway development and other programs. The U.S. govern-
ment also released $21 million of Egypt's frozen balances. The
23 Nasser's sway over the Arab nations beyond Egyptian frontiers reach-
ed a peak in 1958 with the union of Egypt with Syria in a United Arab
Republic.
3* Congressional Record, Congress 86, Session 2, Vol. 106, 1960,
p. 19333.
**Ibid., p. 19334.
§8

